110                     Reply to Objections IV

with the notion that nothing can be its own efficient cause, and are
familiar with the accurate distinction between formal and efficient
cause, see the question raised whether anything is self-derived, it
easily follows that, taking that to apply only to the efficient cause
properly so styled, they think that the expression self-derived should
not be held to mean derived from itself as from a cause, but merely
in a negative sense and as not having a cause ; and so consequently
it results that the existence of something is implied, into the cause
of the existence of which we ought not to inquire. But if this
interpretation of self-derived were admitted, there would be no
reason by which to prove God's existence from His effects, as was
shown correctly by the author of the first Objections; hence we
must on no account sanction it.

But in order to reply expressly to this, let me say that I think
we must show that, intermediate between efficient cause, in the
proper sense, and no cause, there is something else, viz. the positive-
essence of a thing, to which the concept of efficient cause can be
extended in the way in which in Geometry we are wont to extend
the concept of a circular line, that is as long as possible, to that of
a straight line; or the concept of a rectilinear polygon with an
indefinite number of sides to that of a circle. I see no better way
of explaining this than in saying, as I did, that the meaning of
efficient cause was in the present investigation not to be confined, to
those causes which are prior in time to their effects, or different from
them; in the first place because the question (^whether a thing can be
its own efficient cause) would be unmeaning, since no one is unaware
that the same thing cannot be prm* to or different from itself;
secondly because the former of these two conditions can be omitted
from the concept without impairing the integrity of the notion of
efficient cause1.

For the fact that the cause need not be prior in time is evident
from its not having the character2 of a cause except while it
produces its effect, as I have said.

But from the fact that the second condition cannot also be
annulled, we may only infer that it is not an efficient cause in the
proper sense of the term, which I admit. We cannot, however,
conclude that it is in no sense a positive cause, which may be held
to be analogous to an efficient cause; and this is all that my argu-
ment requires. For by the very light of nature by which I perceive

1 Cf. above, pp. 14, 89.             2 rationem; le noin et la nature, F. V.